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From virtually every point of view the joint program was an outstanding success. Almost one hundred and fifty delegates and speakers
came from more than a dozen states.
Well over three dozen institutions
of higher learning, as well as several high schools and the federal government were represented.
The five papers presented by the Division were excellent-well
organized, effectively presented, and enthusiastically received. With a
few exceptions, the papers read at the sectional meetings of the Association maintained a commendable level of scholarly excellence. This fact
resulted in an unusual number of favorable comments by persons 'attending the conference.
Attendance at both general sessions and sectional meetings was, on
the whole, quite good. It was observed that the presentation of really
worthy programs does much to' insure a sizeable audience. Yet, it
must be noted that, on occasion, support from members of the Division
itself could have been considerably more enthusiastic.
The Chairman of the Division is deeply grateful for the assistance
and cooperation received from members of the faculty and the administration in carrying through this undertaking.
Many persons contributed to' its success, especially the Committee on Local Arrangements,
President James M. Nabrit, Jr., Dean Warner Lawson, and Professor
H. Naylor Fitzhugh, Secretary of the Division,
FO'r their many kindnesses, the Chairman is most appreciative.
Robert E. Martin
Chairman, Division of the Social Sciences
1960-1961
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TIlE CAUSES OF 'IlHE AMERICAN CIVIL WAR
RAYFORD

W.

LoGAN

It is a commonplace that "every generation writes its own history"
-the history of its own times and of preceding eras. Contemporary
historians frequently lack perspective and indispensable information.
Later historians,on
the other hand, frequently find it impossible to understand the emotions of earlier generations.
We listen today, literally
today, to the narrative ,of Nazi bestialities in the trial of Adolf Eichmann. And 'so, Auschwitz, Buchenwald and the other crematoria are
not just old wives' tales. There actually were men named Hitler and
Goebels and Goering. But what difference does this excursion into history make? Why remind us today of "The Bitch of Buchenwald?"
West Germany is our ally; we need this powerful ally against Russia;
and so let's get over with the Eichmann trial as quickly as possible
and Long Live the John Birch Society!
The theme of this Conference is "The Civil War in Perspective."
This means, and rightly so, that historians today can ascend Mount
Olympus and view, with the coldblooded detachment that is supposed to
be the hallmark of the "scholarly, objective, historian" the causes of
secession and of 'The American Civil War. You notice that I confine
myself to Greek mythology and carefully, ever so carefully, refrain from
making a comparison between the worm's view of earth which you and
I have and the larger perspective of Yuri Gagarin.
The Eichmann trial is being waged on a potentially much broader
and bloodier battlefield than World War II and the extermination of
6 million Jews. And the Second Battle of Fort Sumter has fired shots
over the heads of the Fort, of the Francis Marion Hotel and of the
Charleston Naval Base. Is it too much to say that the interpretations
of the causes of the American Civil W·ar in 1961 as illustrated, in part,
by the emphases during the Centennial will have, perhaps already have
had, repercussions in Laos, former Belgian Congo and Cuba? I submit
that the image of the United States, as projected by the interpretations
of the American Civil War during this Centennial, may have an important bearing on the future of mankind.
For, despite Margaret Mitchell,
MacKinlay Kantor and General Ulysses S. Grant III-I
do not incriminate them by bracketing them with rejuvenated "Confederate Brigadiers"-a
principal cause of the American Civil War was the freedom
of some 4 million slaves. But the aberrations of some participants in
the Civil War Centennial should make the historian particularly careful
not to interpret the causes of the war against the background of the
die-hard segregationists.
The battle for freedom in the United States
will not be won until segregation and discrimination, rooted in law
and/or custom, has been abolished. The fact, however, that some of
the most rabid segregationists utter their pronunciamentos in the Deep
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South in 1961 is not necessarily proof that contempt for the dignity of
the slave as an individual was a principal cause of the American Civil
War. Presumptive evidence, yes; proof no.
One historian, writing four years ago, summarized the interpretations of the causes of the American Civil War as follows:
They have, like those of other wars, glorified the victors,
justified the vanquished, reasserted
former positions, and
reached a consensus among scholars that has in turn leaned to
one side or the other. Thus, slavery was a moral wrong; it was
a positive good. Slavery was the main cause of the war; it had
nothing to do with it. The Civil War was the Second American Revolution growing out of a conflict of interest betwe.en the
industrial North and the agricultural South; it was the result
of an emotional crisis. The doctrine of state rights was deeply
rooted in the slave controversy; the doctrine was primarily
a constitutional issue based upon the right of a minority to prevent a majority from imposing its will. The slavocracy-"The
Martial South"-was
determined to make all free territory
slave; it was a conspiracy on the part of the North to impose its
way of life on the South. Southerners were incapable of conceiving a plan for the existence of Negro freedmen; if the South
had been let alone, it would have abolished slavery. Lincoln's
election did not threaten slavery in the states; his election meant
that all slave states would become free. The attack on Fort
Sumter was an infamous attack.
Lincoln maneuvered the South
into making
the attack.
The Civil War was a rebellion on the part of the slave states; it was a war to establish
Southern independence. It was an irrepressible conflict; it was
a needless war.
Whatever interpretations
are accepted-there
was no one
cause, remote or immediate--the question of slavery and of the
Negro was either focal or peripheral.!
Obviously, I cannot discuss these interpretations, or indeed anyone
of them, in detail. Professor Thomas J. Pressly did discuss them, from
both the Union and Confederate points of view, in his book Americans
Interpret Their Civil War. His analysis is all the more valuable because he traced the opposing interpretations through the most important
changes in the American climate of opinion. In his Preface he summarizedchanges
in the interpretations of the meaning of the enigmatic
smile of Mona Lisa.
Works of art [George Boas has declared] change their nature
as the times change, ... Leonardo's painting was praised by the
artist Vasari in the sixteenth century for its realism in faithfully depicting a natural object to such a degree that the ob-
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server could almost believe that he saw the beating pulses and
the living eyes of the subject.
Three centuries later, in the
golden glow of romanticism, Walter Pater saw in the paint not
realism but practically the reverse-s-mystery and symbolism, an
"unfathomable smile," a face on which was deposited "strange
thoughts and fantastic reveries and exquisite passions."
At a
yet later date, Sigmund Freud perceived something different
still, perceived in Mona Lisa a revelation of the intimate subjective life not only of the artist but also of the artist's mother.
Freud explained that since the mother of Leonardo was not
married to his father, she was forced to "compensate herself
for not having a husband"; like "all ungratified mothers she
thus took her little son in place of her husband, and robbed
him of his virility by the too early maturing of his eroticism."
On this basis, Freud wrote that the well-known smile of the
painting was a reproduction 'by Leonardo of the "blissful and
ecstatic smile" which "had one encircled his mother's mouth in
caressing." 2
After surveying 'Such divergent appreciations of the Mona Lisa over
a period of five centuries, Boas concluded that while the painting may
not have changed in name or in physical characteristics,
its content
or nature did vary over the years as the interests or preconceptions of
its observers varied.3 I regret that I am unable to offer you a Marxist
interpretation of the famous painting in terms of the class struggle.
Of course, the analogy does not prove that styles have changed in the
interpretations of the causes of the Civil War. Since, however, I do
not have time to summarize each of the eight chapter in Pressly, the
analogy helps us to understand the changes in the interpretations of the
Civil War ; these interpretations
do include the Marxist interpretation
in the course of which 'Professor Pressly devoted some ten lines to Dr.
W. 'E.B. Du Bois.'"
I confine my interpretation of significant interpretations by James
G. Randall and Allan Nevins. I have chosen the passages from Randall
because it is difficult to believe that an eminent historian wrote the lines
which I shall now quote. Randall fifteen years ago explained the
attack by Preston Brooks on Senator Charles Sumner as follows:
Occurring simultaneously with the Kansan trouble, the
Sumner-Brooks affair produced a sensation throughout the nation. 'The senator from Massachusetts, in a speech on the floor
of the ,Senate, May 19-20, 1856, had assailed slaveowners, denounced South Carolina, and indulged in personal abuse of an
absent South Carolinian senator, Andrew P. Butler. The
speech had "Abounded in such ...
terms as harlot, mistress,
rape, pirate, tyrant, falsifier, assassin, thug, swindler and
criminal."
Coming at a time when sectional tension was bad
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enough in all conscience, this verbal assault was not offhand.
It was a deliberate and studied insult to Butler. It was not
typi-cal of the North, and little harm would have come from ignoring it (supposing that were possible); but to the mind of
Preston Brooks of South Carolina, relative of Butler and member of the House of Representatives, such a gross personal insult could not go unpunished.
Confronting Sumner with all the
self-control he could muster, Brooks stated that it was his duty
to punish him. 'Then, wielding his cane, he rapped the senator
with repeated blows upon the head leaving the statesman "bloody
and insensible."
If, in studying this incident, one wishes an insight into
Southern nuances and implications, he will find them developed
by Charles S. Sydnor. In the Courtly Southerner's unwritten
code of conduct personal matters were vital, but they were to
be handled out of court. It was a man's own business to defend
his honor or that of his family; to expect lawyers, judges, and
juries to regulate an affair of honor was not the gentleman's
way. Sumner being no gentleman in Brooks' view, the occasion
did not call for a duel, but did call for chastisement.
Combat
according to the code duello was not appropriate:
a cowhide
whip or other weapon of dishonor might have been chosen; a
cane served as well, and the significance of its use would not be
missed ,by 'Carolinian friends.s
I doubt whether Professor Randall realized that he revealed not only
the emotionalism that was su-ch a potent factor in the causes of the
American Civil War but his own justification of the Southern point of
view.
Since the Battle for the Minds of Men continues, I quote Randall's
justification for Southern sectionalism.
"With all its variety and diversity, [he wrote], the South was one in regional consciousness and
cultural patterns.
It had its plantation economy, its musical speech, its
sense of orderly society, its emphasis upon human worth above riches,
its chivalric honor, its habits and patterns of ancestral pride, hospitality,
and noblesse oblige." Then, gilding the lily, Randall added: "The supreme beauty of Natchez mansions, the urbanity of 'Charleston, the
unique flavor of Royal Street in New Orleans, were unrivaled elsewhere.
The South, ~n its vocabulary, local settings and ways of life, rose above
the commonplace and added richly to the American heritage."
He then
delivered-s-at least so he thoueht=-the coup de trrace. "In nopuluar literature, Northern audiences came long ago to accept this. In the longer
run, in song and story, it is the South that has won the decision at
Appomattox." 6
Randall, in his little book, Lincoln and the South, went to such extremes to prove that Lincoln sympathized with the South that one re-
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viewer forgot his usual scholarly objectivity and wrote that Randall almost tried to show that "Lincoln lived on the southern side of the
street."
Despite the emphasis placed by Randall on emotionalism as a cause,
he agreed with Professor Allen Nevins that expansion of slavery into
territories was a factor.
Randall recognized, for example, that during
the Lincoln-Douglas debates, "emphasis was upon the position that each
party and each champion took on the 'vexed question' of slavery in the
territories." 7
Nevins agreed in effect with Randall that "as the sectional struggle
developed, nearly all groups in it steadily substituted emotion for reason." But Nevins categorically stated that "the contest was joined on
the central issue which was to dominate all American history for the
next dozen of years [after 1847], the disposition of the Territories." 8
During the Lincoln-Douglas debates Lincoln made his famous accusation that four carpenters, Stephen Douglas, Franklin Pierce, Roger
Taney and James Buchanan had labored to the end that .all free territory
would become slave and eventually all free states would become slave
states.
Time does not permit an analysis of this accusation.
Suffice
it to say that the obiter dictum of the Dred Scott decision declared that
Congress had no power to exclude slavery from territories.
Lincoln
lost the senatorial campaign of 1858 primarily 'on this issue. It was
not the sole plank in the Republican platform of 1860, but it was such
a major issue that many Southerners as well as some Northerners
believed that Lincoln's election would mean the abolition of slavery in
the territories.
It did.
Nevins made this additional vital point:
And yet, as farsighted men knew, a mere compromise of the
'Territorial question would not be enough, for it would leave
the deeper issues untouched, It would simply afford a foundation 'on which constructive statesmanship, if the nation had it,
might operate to deal with slavery itself, the root of the sectional quarrel.
Somehow a way must be found to teach the South
that slavery offered simply a temporary and evolutionary status
for the Negro; to teach the North that it must shoulder its fair
share of the national burden in making the steady evolution of
the 'Colored race to this higher status possible.?
The second B-attle of Fort Sumter makes clear that neither the
South nor the North has shouldered its fair share of the burden. Emotionalism is still a major cause of this failure.
Desegregation has replaced slavery as a root of the sectional quarrel.
Fortunately, there is
reason for believing that this issue may be gradually resolved without
another Civil War. But until it -is resolved on the basis of "respect for
human rights and for fundamental freedoms for all without distinction

as to race, sex, language, or religion," this nation cannot be sure "that
government of the people, by the people, for the people shall not perish
from the earth."

tory
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THE ROllE OF THE SOOIArL SClIE'NTTST IN THE NEGRO
CO'LLEGE

E.

FRANKLIN

FRAZIER

I want to begin by saying something about the peculiar position of
the American Negro intellectual.
In American society the very presence of a Negro intellectual has been a paradox, so to speak. The contradition between what is generally considered the role of the intellectual
and the Negro's traditional status in American society as defined by
American culture is too obvious for me to elaborate on here. Before
the Civil War there was hardly an opportunity for the Negro intellectual
to function even among the free Negroes of the North.
Since the Civil
War the Negro intellectual has only gradually gained any position in
American life. And his position, in the sense of having a functional
relation to American society and American culture, is still not secure
or clearly defined.
The fact of the matter is that the northern missionaries created the
first class of intellectuals among Negroes after the Civil War. Now, I
know that young Negroes in American colleges today don't have much
respect for the white missionaries.
Their attitude is very much the
same as that of the young African leaders toward the missionaries who
provided their western education.
But, I think that the missionary who
was responsible for the emergence of the Negro intellectual class has
more to his cresdit than the missionary in Africa who was sometimes
the defender of the colonial powers. But these northern missionaries
created an intellectual class in defiance of their southern surroundings
and in defiance of traditional notions concerning Negroes.
They had
a faith both in education and in the Negroes' capacity for the highest
intellectual training.
Of course, some of them who were connected with
schools that it wouldn't be polite to name had different conceptions. But
on the whole, the northern missionaries who went South did have a
certain faith in the intellectual capacities of the Negroes and felt that
they had a role to play in American society.
The other fact I want to remind you of is that the Negro intellectual
has been supported by foundations and individuals outside of the Negro
community. Now there have been of course some Negro intellectuals who
have emerged out of the Negro community, but they have been regarded
as freaks or strange people. I would say that the Negro has supported
his church but I don't think he has given much support to an intellectual
class. So we can say that the Negro intellectual has suffered the disadvantage of being supported by people and institutions outside of the
Negro community.
It seems that ever since the Negro has been free
some foundation has watched over his destiny.
Right after Emancipation the Peabody Fund was giving him wrong advice. Then later on the
Rosenwald Fund corrupted his leaders.
As a consequence, the Negro
intellectual has never been free in the sense that an intellectual has been
free among other peoples in the world ",
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One of the greatest handicaps of the Negro intellectual is that he
has suffered from social and mental isolation. We can view this social
and mental isolation from two points of view: from the point of view
of the lack of contacts which he has had with the intellectual world at
large 'and from the standpoint of the absenseof an intellectual tradition
among Negroes. You know W. I. Thomas long ago pointed out that the
Jews, especially in Eastern Europe and Rumania, suffered a certain
amount of intellectual and mental isolation but they were saved by the
fact that they had an intellectual tradition and that they were the people
of the book. Now we are not a people of the book and we might as wel!
acknowledge that.
I mean we are just like other peasant folk. I used
to teach an Italian girl at New York University and she was typical of
a number of Italian girls. When she took her books home from school
her mother threw them into the fire. Now Negroes don't throw them
in the fire, they just ignore them. Well, that isn't quite true. But I
will say that this much is true. You will remember that right after the
Emancipation there was great 'enthusiasm, eagerness on the part of
Negroes to learn.
Everybody went to school-grandma,
grandpa, everybody went to school. At the beginning of this century, Ella Wheeler
Wilcox wrote a poem about the Negro's thirst for knowledge. I remember just the refrain from each stanza which says, "And the cry of his
heart is to know, to know, to know." Now we who are teachers today
know that "know" is spelled "no" in response to our efforts.
The second factor has been the absence of an intellectual tradition
which is a very important thing. 'Once we started to build up an intellectual tradition but something happened.
What happened was that
the Negro intellectual was swallowed up in the new Negro middle class.
I almost said "black bourgeoisie," but I don't know whether one has
sampled the attitudes of this audience to know how much hostility
towards the speaker exists. I might say, however, that this is not an
unusual phenomenon for the bourgeoisie not to appreciate intellectual
values; the same attitude is found among other peoples. But it is
strange that during recent decades no one has been writing any poetry
about the desire of the Negro's heart is to know, to know, to know. In
fact, the cry in his heart is to get some other things
Let us turn to the role of the social scientist and teacher of social
sciences in Negro colleges. First, let's consider his role .as a teacher.
He should be conscious, of course,of his own difficult position; but more
especially of the handicaps of those he is teaching.
He should have an
understanding
of these handicaps that a teacher, for example, of the
physical 'or biological sciences would not have. In other words, I want
to emphasize the fact that in the Negro college the Negro teacher of the
social sciences ought to be the wisest person-he
should be the person
with the most profound understanding of what his job is as a teacher.
Now what are some of the handicaps of his students?
The first
and foremost i:;;the folk background of the majority of the students who

10

come to him. And what do we mean ·by folk background?
It means that
there is an absence of any literary tradition.
I once made the statement
somewhere and I repeat it that the Negro (and this applies to those who
come to college) is a mixture of gentleman and a peasant.
And that is
the worst mixture that you can have. To say that he lacks a literary
background isn't to place any particular blame upon him-it
is simply
facing social reality.
In fact, in my experience as a teacher I've had
to come to gri-ps with this kind of reality. I began teaching at Tuskegee
-let me see, this fall it will be 45 years ago that I began teaching at
Tuskegee. Well, you know that there was scarcely anything intellectual
at Tuskegee then. I remember in those days that in order not toact differently I placed in my room -a bale 'of hay, some bricks on my desk, and
some cotton. That was to 'conform-not to 'be radical. I was teaching
mathematics-arithmetic
and algebra.
The grades were even different:
they didn't have 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th and 6th, but for example, BPrep, A Middle and BMiddle.
I think I taught Professor Auzenne in
B-Prep. 'They were the almost illiterates who came to us. What I mean
is that we took people as they were but when they finished they became
distinguished people as Professor Auzenne has become. Everything had
to be concrete and this created some amusing situations.
For instance
I was teaching algebra which is purely symbolic if you understand what
algebra is. A man said I ought to have a cube but I told him he didn't
know what he was talking about and that he didn't know what algebra
was all about. Then again one student asked me why I kept a
bale of hay in the room since, he said a little embarrassed, "Prof., you
never use it." I said that it was for the asses in here to eat, and went
on with the lecture.
Now these students had no literary background and literature is a
part of the culture of any group. You know some people talk about
culture-even
social scientists and they don't know what it is when they
run up against it. It happens that Negroes are not pre-literate people,
non-literate people as anthropologists call them, but they are illiterate
people-they
live in a literate culture and writing hasn't become a part
of our social heritage.
I remember when I was studying the Negro family in Chicago, a
Chinese student was also studying the Chinese family. Both of us were
going out into the ei:tyof Chicago to get people to write their family histories. Well, the Chinese had trouble with Chinese writing manuscripts
extremely long and he would have to stop them. I got two manuscripts,
the longer one having three typewritten pages and the person <lied of intellectual exhaustion.
Well,since
as you see writing is a part of the heritage-social
heritage of people-you have to get in the habit of writing.
I know that
writing is very laborious for I can say frankly that I came from a family
that did not have a literary tradition either. I came to Howard University and took four years C)f English-mostly
in composition. By writing
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a composition every day, I learned to write.
It happened, however, ,that
my father who never went to school, taught himself how to read and
write and he set an example by the fact that he was a voracious reader,
but that was a very slender basis on which to start.
It should be clear
that there is a lack of a literary ,tra-dition among our students.
A 'boy carne here to Howard Univers-ity to get a master's degree in
sociology. After six weeks he wrote the following and that was all he
wrote in response to what he had learned in my class. "Sociology, it
have open my eyes." Well, you see that is bad. I felt sorry for the
boy. He had spent sixteen years in school in South Carolina.
Someone
asked what should he done for him and I said, "Two things-he
would
have to be born again the next time not be born in South Carolina."
The second handicap of our students is the lack of an intellectual
orientation towards the world. There is an important difference between having an intellectual orientation or intellectual evaluation towards
the world and having a sentimental .attitude towards the world. The
Negro has a more or less sentimental evaluation towards the world for
a number of reasons.
He spends most of his life in a primary group or
he has relationships which are mainly primary relationships with people.
He lives in a ghetto where you have nothing but gossip most of the time
and most of that is vicious. Then his whole intellectual life in dominated
by the church.
Why would he have an intellectual outlook on life what would give it to him? I don't know where he would get it. I remember, for instance, when I was a student at Howard University, I
sat in that chapel for four years (I attended just enough not to be expelled from school).
During the whole four years I received no intellectual stimulation.
All I heard were people from the YMCA and you
know there is nothing intellectual at the YMCA. I heard missionaries
tell all sorts of tales. I never will forget my introduction to Living-stone
in Africa.
I heard nothing about the British Empire in Africa.
I
heard repeatedly about Livingstone's dying on his knees. So I had the
impression that Livingstone spent all of his time on his knees. Everything tended to give a sentimental evaluation of life. I find that my
students resist an intellectual orientation towards the world. They resist it as something strange.
This is because after all an intellectual
attitude is more or less a cold, impersonal attitude.
"I'hey think in terms
of personalities and devils and saints.
As I said, the absence of a literary background is reenforced by
poor education and lack of reading habits.
Then there is the lack of
opportunity for social participation in the institutions and movements of
the larger community.
I am going to say something else about that.
Some of this is not necessary because social science teachers can blame
themselves for this.
In his role as teacher, the social science teacher in the Negro
schools must not only overcome the handicaps of his students but he must
give his students some true notion of social reality.
He should first give
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the students a realistic picture of the social and economic world or organization of the community in which he lives. I don't understand why
teachers of socialecience cannot use their immediate communities as an
environment for study.
I will jump around to' illustrate what I mean.
I was in Liberia a few years ago and the man wanted to' build up social
science. He said that he didn't have adequate resources.
I took him
to' the window and looked out and asked him if he didn't see the representatives of thirty or forty tribes in the street.
I told him he could study all
the culture contact he wanted-it
is right out there for yQU to' study.
Some years ago I went to' Bishop College where one of my former
graduate students was teaching sociology,
She said to' me, "I bet yQU
that none of your students at Howard have any clearer conception of
the institutions oi aCQmmunity and of a IQt of other things than my
students."
I said, "I will accept the challenge."
Well, she proved what
she said. This girl had gone to the College .and had established a laboratory-in
fact made the community a little laboratory.
That evening
when I asked the students about the meaning of sociological terms, they
were clear in their statements.
They understood what an institution
was, .they understood what social movements were, they understood what
a family was.
You know the great danger of teaching social sciences is that we
get away from reality.
We use words=-worde, words, words. I ask
students what is culture.
In a way they reach in one pocket to' pull out
Sumner and they reach in another pocket to' pull out Mclver or whatever
words these men have used. They are a part of an institution and its
material representation could fall on their heads and they wouldn't even
realize it. When I taught institutions
I made students go out and
describe one. I told them to' describe it SO' that I would know the difference between an institution and a CQW. Yes.' SO'I would know hQWto'
behave towards it.
Then they should have a realistic picture Qf the social and eCQnomic
organization of the United States-especially
at this time. YQUknow it
is a disgrace that Negroes, I mean college ones, walk about with all sorts
of myths in their heads. When I say that they should understand reality, here is what I mean. I do not see howanyone can finish college and
not know the difference between wages and interest, wages and dividends,
and wages and profit. But it is true that most of .the students who
finish social science in Negro schools don't know the difference. A young
woman came to' me to' register one day and I said, "I think you might
take some economics."
She said, "I don't want any economics." I replied, "What does your father work for-profit
or wages?"
She said,
"He works for profit."
I said, "What does he do?" He was a carpenter or hauling bricks or something up a ladder.
I said, "Young lady,
you will have to enroll in a course in economics because it is dangerous
for anyone to' be 10Qse as ignorant as you are."
Yes, it is dangerous.
We pretend we believe in democracy and that people should help to' make
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decisions. Imagine someone who has finished college and who has had
social science and doesn't know the difference between wages and profit.
There she was talking about her father working for profit and every
day he was carrying bricks or something up a ladder.
Profit-he
and
Rockefeller were receiving profits-people
like that girl are dangerous.
Our students ought to know the organization of the United States
from the standpoint of classes and the sources of economic power. After
all they are engaging in sit-ins these days and that is good. Although
it is a good revolt, they don't even understand their class position.
They
don't belong to the "black bourgeoisie" that I wrote about because those
people wouldn't sit-in anything.
'They represent a new stratum - a
new stratum that is coming up - that embarrasses the "black bourgeoisie." They are a new social and cultural phenomenon in the United
States.
Therefcre, they ought to have a realistic picture of the modern
world. What I am proposing is ·all designed to enable the Negro student
to escape from his folk outlook, from his sentimental evaluation of reality, and to develop an intellectual 'and scientific attitude.
It is only by
this means that Negroes can develop an intellectual class that can cope
with the problems that face them today.
Now, next I want to say something about the role of the social
science teacher as a researcher and writer.
M·ay I say something first
about the pioneers among Negro social scientists who did writing and
research.
I only want to mention two. I want to mention DuBois who
inaugurated the Altanta University Studies. They were distinguished
for two reasons: first, they represented the first objective scientific studies of the Negro undertaken in the United States.
I know that in 1.896
the ,statistician of the Prudential Life Insurance Company made a famousstudy
of the Negro. However, it was in that book that he said in
fifty years all Negroes would be dead of tuberculosis.
He reached this
conclusion by extrapolating
a curve, I think.
So fifty years later in
1946-the only trouble was that ·he died in 1.946. I don't know whether
some Negroes thought that they put "bad mouth on him." But let us
return to DuBois in Atlanta.
You must remember Du Bois' The Philadelphia Negro which was a sort of classic among studies of communities.
Nothing better has ever been done in the United States on a Negro community.
I am acquainted with Black Metropolis with all its new
techniques, with all of its new frame of reference, etc. Nevertheless, no
better study of a Negro community than Du Bois' has been made.
Then there was Kelly Miller at Howard University.
Now some
people are inclined not to take Kelly Miller seriously. While it is true
that Kelly Miller did not engage in the systematic research that Du Bois
engaged in at Atlanta, nevertheless, if you take his article that appeared
in Scientific Monthly dealing with errors on the Negro in the United
States Census one will find a first rate piece of work that will remain.
His philosophical analyses of the racial situation ,in the United States
are really remarkable, for he was a man of considerable brilliance and
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insight.
He was, as Alain Locke said, something like a medieval
scholar.
But anyway those two men did work in the field of social
science among Negroes and they were pioneers whose work should have
been continued by younger Negro scholars.
But the tragedy of our
intellectual development is that no one builds on what anyone else has
done. Each one tries to be a prima donna and disappear.
I can not go
into the cause of this.
N ext I want to discuss the question of whether Negroes should study
Negroes. Now we might as well face the question. It is a question
that I hear people propose all the time. I know only one answer to that
question.
Study anything in the social sciences that is significant to
study. The quality and value of a piece of research are not determined
by what people you study.
Some people think that if anthropologists go
off to some little South Sea island and, though they might write in the
introduction to their study that they learned the language in one month
(they may not even know the people they are studying and they come back
here with nobody to check their work)-their
work is a very significant
piece of study.
But if, on the other hand, you study a problem like,
for example, why do Negro husbands leave home, the work is not considered very significant.
The truth of the matter is that this is a real
scientific problem because it explains something important about human
behavior.
Perhaps a deeper problem is why husbands stay home. Yes,
if you could answer the question why Negro husbands stay home, you
could answer the question why any husband stays home. My point is
this-there
is a feeling that a certain inferiority is associated with the
problem of studying the Negro. But whether you are a historian, sociologist or psychologist, the significance of the work you are studying is
determined by the quality of the work which you are doing, and whether
you place it in a significant frame of reference and the significance of
your findings. The reason there is so much confusion about this subject
is that some Negroes are being "integrated" and they think one way to
be integrated is not to study the Negro. I have spent my life studying
the Negro and I have found it no handicap.
In fact, I have found that
I had to compete with a lot of white people who wanted to study the
Negro.
Now there is another reason for studying the Negro from the standpoint of the significance of such study for the intellectual development and
the social maturity of Negroes who make such studies. Dr. Hellmann
in South Africa said that when she read Black Bourgeoisie her first
reaction was this: "Finally the Negro has reached intellectual maturity
and he is capable of self-analysis and self-criticism."
I do not believe
that in studying the Negro you have to take some particular stand.
All you have to do is to make your studies valid from a scientific standpoint, from the standpoint of method and analysis.
You know it is scandalous that many of the significant studies that
are being made concerning Negroes are being- done by whites. I know
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that our historians are doing good work. I know that Professor Quarles,
Professor Logan, Professor Lewis and others are doing something significant but we, as social scientists, have missed the boat. We might as
well admit it. I say this because we have the right and I still hold to
to the thesis-we
have a right to write about ourselves.
That is an indication of the maturity of a group.
The Jews are writing about themselves. I don't see them going to white people asking: "Mr. Charlie,
what do you think about me?" 'That is silly. But that is the attitude of
many Negroes who have not written about themselves.
Let's take the Negro in politics. Fortunately, we are going to have
something in this field. Professor Dorsey is working on a book, "The
Federal Government and the Negro" but the significant book which appeared recently on the Negro in politics was written by a white man
who now has an assignment as a Professor at the University of Chicago.
His position is partial recognition of this achievement in this writing.
Then there is the economic position of the Negro. You know I always
laugh when the American Negro says that the Belgians have been in the
Congo 84 years and they have only developed 12 educated men. We have
been in America 300 years and we don't have a half dozen economists.
No, we don't and I find great difficulty getting students to go into economics. "Ve have not developed Negro economists.
I know one of the main
ambitions of Professor Harris, who is now at Chicago, was to develop
Negro economists.
I know that during his years at Howard he never
had an opportunity to do so.
Look at the psychological problems of the Negro that could be studied.
Consider the matter of integration.
Who is studying integration?
I
am not talking about the superficial, obvious, common sense things about
it; I am talking about the deeper, more profound problems of integration which involve the broader conception of the assimilation of a racial
group. You know we are getting ready to celebrate the centennial of
the Civil War. All of these things we should be working at. No Negroes have ever written a book like Kardiner and Ovesey's book, The
Mark of Oppression.
And yet the mark of oppression is on all of us.
Sometimes I think we have been treated so badly in the United States
that we are too dumb to recognize it. It remained for Kardiner and
Ovesey, two white men, to write a book showing the mark of oppression
that has been left upon the Negro as a result of his treatment in the
United States.
Now, in order to accomplish what I propose, we face a lot of obstacles.
The first is the organization of Negro colleges. We have difficulties and
you know we have difficulties. It is no secret. For instance, when I
was head of the Social Studies Project in Negro Land Grant Colleges,
I started social scientists at the lowest level of social studies-demographic studies of their states.
Some colleges would not even let the
social scientist come to the meetings.
The Dean would show up and he
didn't know anythdng.
Yes, just because he was dean he had to show
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up at the meetings of social scientists because it was a matter of status.
He couldn't send his social scientist. So we face the problem that
schools are not educational institutions but status systems.
Then there is the lack of financial support.
We have to face that but
I do not think that is the main problem. It is often an alibi for a lot
of people for not doing any research.
I am going to make this statement
and if there ·is anyone 'here who wants to challenge it I shall welcome
the challenge. I have never taught at any school in my life where I can
say it was a congenial place, completely 'congenial place for carrying on
research.
Perhaps I might make an exception of Fisk Universrity for
reasons I won't state.
The research that I have carri-ed on most of my
life has been in an uncongenial environment and without financial support. After all a man who wants to do research will go home at night
and do it. Certainly deans don't have anything to do with what you do
at home at night, though I remember at one time since I have been at
Howard University a man did tell me I was sneaking research in the
institution.
This does not mean I do not recognize that you have your
difficulties of a financial nature.
But do you know what I think is one 'Ofthe greatest problems in doing
intellectual work - what the Negro social scientist suffers from most, it
is the lack of intellectual independence and freedom of thought.
Whatever he writes he wants to make it diplomatic.
I remember when I revised The Negro Family in the Untied States for the Dryden Press
in which they were taking out footnotes, and tables and graphs, so the
illiterates could read it. I put in the revised edition: "As N ezroes moved
to cities intermarriage
was increasing." The editor wrote me that I
couldn't put that in a book because that wouldn't be diplomatic.
I wrote
him back and said, "I'm no diplomat, I am a social scientist and if you
put my name on the book what I say will go in the book." Well, Negroes
are faced with the necessity of being diplomatic.
Then their class position is a handicap.
For instance before you write anything you must
see if it pleases your wife. You got to see if it pleases her friends.
You got to see 1f it pleases the club you belong to and you got to see if
it pleases the fraternity.
And by the time you get through 'being diplomatic, pleasing all the different social groups, you write nothing.
You know that when the Black Bourgeoisie came out someone said
that I wrote it to get back at my in-laws. My answer to that was very
simple - anyone should know that I wouldn't waste my time getting
back at any in-laws.
And I know we are up against an absence of an intellectual tradition
but by our very activities we are building an intellectual tradition. We
suffer from mental isolation and lack of incentive. But despite all of
these things it is my feeling and I say this by way of conclusion and
summary that though the position of the Negro intellectual has been
precarious, the Negro social scientist has a certain strategic advantage,
both from the standpoint of teaching and from the standpoint of being a
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researcher and writer.
It is the historian that provides the soul of a
people; it is the sociologist who tells him what hind of world the soul
lives in. Finally, it is the responsibility of the social scientist to give
the student a realistic picture of the world and at the same time, let the
world know how the world appears to the Negro and what existence has
meant to the Negro.

THE NEGRO SOLDIER
BENJAMIN

'IN THE-CIV'llL

WAIR

QUARLES

The aim of this paper is to present a descriptive survey of the Negro
soldier in the 'Civil 'War. Hence, the approach will be factual rather
than interpretive, and the content will be inclusive rather than selective.
This broad coverage is suggested by the three major points to be treated:
the efforts by the Negro to join the army, his enlistment by the states
and by the national government, and his morale.
On April 15, 1861, the news reached President Lincoln that Fort Sumter in the Charleston harbor had been forced to run up the white flag
of surrender.
Lincoln immediately issued a call for 75,000 men. The
response was all that he could have hoped for. In the North the shock
of the attack on Fort Sumter was accompanied by a wave of excitement
and enthusiasm.
The martial spirit took hold as recruits lined up at the
enlistment centers, some of them expressing apprehension lest the war
come to an end before they could get in a blow of their own.
Sharing fully in this great enthusiasm were the Negroes.
They
reasoned that since slavery was the root of the conflict, freedom would
be the result.
In colored circles the call to arms was certain to fall on
receptive ears. Four days before the firing on Fort Sumter, 'One Levin
Tilmon of New York City informed Lincoln that if he wished to have colored volunteers, he had only to signify by sending word to 70 E. 13th
Street.
Tilmon's sentiment was echoed by an editorial squib in a Negro
weekly: "Colored American balls hereafter
should be of a different
mould. They must be leaden, not festive."
Negroes throughout the North offered their services to the authorities~
Less than two days after Lincoln's call, a group of Boston Negroes,
meeting in the Twelfth Baptist Church, pledged to the President their
lives and their fortunes.
In Providence a Negro company offered to
march with the First Rhode Island Regiment 'as it left for the front.
New York's governor was tendered the services 'Of three regiments of
colored men, their arms, equipment and pay to be furnished by the Negroes 'Of the state.
Philadelphia Negroes formed two regiments, which
drilled at Masonic Hall, and in Pittsburgh the Hannibal Guards offered
their services, pointing out that as American citizens they Were anxious
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"to assist in any honorable way or manner to sustain the present adminitsration, "
Negroes in Cleveland, meeting at National Hall, declared their allegiance to the Lincoln government, and offered to supply money, prayers
and manpower to help with the war. At Detroit Captain O. C. Wood
and the thirty-five members of his Detroit Military Guard sought to
enlist. Another Michigander, Dr. G. P. Miller of Battle Creek, asked
War Department permission to raise "from 5,000 to 10,000 freemen."
Among the last of the volunteering letters was one to Lincoln from
clergyman J. Sella Martin, who had just returned to Boston after a
lecturing tour in England.
"If I can be of any manner of service here,
should your excellency ever think it best to employ my people, I am
ready to work or preach or fight to put down this rebellion," wrote
Martin, enclosing a personal photograph and a batch of London newspaper cldppings about himself.
Nothing came of any of these proposals.
Every city to which Negroes
offered their services adopted a thumbs-down attitude.
When five
hundred Negroes in New York hired a hall to organize a militia unit,
the Eighth Precinct police captain suppressed the meeting lest it lead
to "unpleasantness."
City fathers elsewhere were more polite but no
less definite in their refusals.
The -Negroes met the same attitude at
Washington.
When Jacob Dodson, a' Senate attendant who had seen
service with John C. Fremont in crossing the Rockies, offered the services of three hundred Negroes for the defense of the nation's capital,
he was officially informed that the War Department had no intention of
using colored soldiers.
The reasons for this refusal to accept Negroes for military service,
were grounded in traditional practices and traditional beliefs. Since
the close of the Revolutionary War, it had been the custom to bar Negroes from the armies of America.
The national militia act of 1792\
restricted the enrollment to whites. State militia laws, North as well
as South, followed suit. Opposition to the Negro as soldier was rooted
in fears-fears
that he lacked the qualities of a fighting man; fears that
arming the Negro would be an admission that white soldiers had not been
valiant enough to do the job, fears that putting a gun in the hands of
the Negro might lead to slave insurrections, and the deep, although un- (
spoken, fear that to make the Negro soldier would bring about a change
in his position in American ldfe,
This desire to keep the Negro in status quo was particularly strong \
in the early stages of the Civil War. Both Lincoln and Congress were
anxious to avoid anything
relating
to the Negro. The Lincoln.
administration had no intention of making the war an abolitionist ern- \
sade, In Lincoln's thinking, the war was being launched to preserve the
Union and not to interfere with slavery.
But this intention to by-pass the Negro had to be abandoned.
The
war did not end in ninety days, as had been expected. And as the con-
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flict dragged on into its second year, a change became evident in the at- {
titude toward arming the Negro.
This changing sentiment was reflected _
in a popular song entitled, "Sambo's Right to be Kilt."
The editor of
a Boston newspaper asked a question that it became increasingly hard
to ignore: "How long will white Americans submit to be drafted solely
because their colored fellow-countrymen are rejected?"
With the Union)
ranks thinning, and with white enlistments falling off, the opposition
to Negro troops began to wane.
Lincoln could not fail to note the changing mood of the country.
He
could not help but think over such a letter as was mailed to the White
House on July 30, 1862, by Governor Nathaniel S. Berry of New Hampshire and his Executive Council: "We beg leave to say that our reading,
intelligent, patriotic young men are inquiring into the propriety of
wasting their strength and energy in daily and nightly watching of rebel
estates and other property, or building corduroy roads and bridges in
Chicahominy Swamps-digging
trenches, piling fortifications
and the
like, while strong and willing hands await only to be invited to do this
laborious service, that they may show their appreciation of the glorious
boon of freedom."
A final, compelling reason for the enlistment of Negroes was the
growing realization that the Confederate .enemy was making use ofl
Negro manpower.
The Confederacy had not actually put a gun in the.
hands of the colored man. But tens of thousands of slaves saw front-(
line service, being employed as orderlies, teamsters and military laborers.
Slaves who remained on the home front supplied the skills for the factories and the brawn for working the mines. The spectacle of the South
making full use of its black population while the North had its Negro
arm tied behind its back did much to bring about a change 'of opinion
above the Potomac.
The reasons for enlisting Negroes in the Union forces became so compelling as to convince a man of Lincoln's caution.
On January 1, 1863,
twenty months after the outbreak of the war, he issued the Emancipation Proclamation in which he authorized the enrollment of freed slaves
in the army and the navy.
The sanction of Negro levies by the commander in chief of the Union's
armed forces marked the beginning of the large-scale tapping of this
great reservoir of manpower.
Prior to January 1, 1863, a handfuliof
colored regiments had been organized, notably the First Regiment K-ansas Colored Volunteers, the First Regiment Louisiana Native Guards,
and the First South Carolina Volunteers.
These regiments, however,
were intended primarily for local service, and were considered as trial
balloons,
."
Lincoln's go-ahead signal found a ready response in Northern state
capitals. Many governors, desperately anxious to fill their quotas, now
saw their way out. The lead was taken -by John A. Andrew, the able war- ~
time governor of Massaehusetts. On January 26, 1863, at his own request,

I

j

I'

.J

20

Andrew received authorization from Secretary of War Stanton to recruit "persons of African descent, organized into separate corps." Within
a few weeks, the first recruits of the Massachusetts Fifty-Fourth Regiment were drilling at Readville.
The example set by -Massachusetts
was soon followed by several of her sister states, among them Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Ohio.
The recruiting of Negroes in the North ran into one serious handicap
-the
relatively sparse colored population.
Many potential Negro soldiers were available, however, in those portions of the South which had
come under the Union flag. Hence, many Northern states sent recruiting agents into these Union-held regions.
The states soon found a formidable rival on their hands.
The national government quickly became aware of the possibilities of Negro recruitment in the South. On March 25, 1863, Secretary Stanton dispatched General Lorenzo Thomas, adjutant general of the Union army,
to the Mississippi Valley, with power to organize brigades of colored
troops. Thomas proved to be a zealous recruiter, with his heart in his
work. By the middle of June 1863, he had raised twenty regiments.
Thomas, by his example, influenced other generals.
'On May 1, 1863, )
Nathaniel Banks, commanding in the Department of the Gulf, with
headquarters
in Opelousas, Louisiana, ordered a whole army corps to
be raised.
This "Corps d' Afrique," as Banks designated it, was to con- J
sist of 18 regiments of 500 men each, representing all arms-infantry,
artillery and cavalry.
Three weeks after Banks' order,· the War Department took the major!
step of systematizing Negro recruitment.
On May 22, 1863, a Bureau'
of Colored Troops, under the adjutant general's office, was established, .
being authorized to supervise the organizing of Negro units and to examine candidates seeking commissions in them. By this order, the use
of the Negro soldier became a fixed policy of the national government.
The program of the Bureau of Colored Troops had the full support of
the White House. On July 21, 1863, Lincoln told the War Department
to make a renewed and vigorous effort to raise Negro troops along the
Mississippi Valley.
By the summer of 1863 the only region under the Union flag where
Negroes were not recruited was the border state region. But the Lincoln administration
soon took steps to tap this source of black man- I
power. On October 3, 1863, the War Department ordered the estab-]
lishment of Negro recruiting offices in Maryland, Missouri and Ten- \
nessee. 'I'hese stations were authorized to enroll three categories of
colored men: free Negroes, slaves of disloyal masters, and slaves of loyal
masters who had given their permission. .These loyal masters were to
receive $300 for each slave; in turn, the master must sign a deed of
manumission.
The order also addressed itself to the possibility that
not enough Negroes might be secured from the three specified categories.
If such were the case, recruiting officers were authorized to enlist slaves
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of loyal masters without the consent of the masters.
In January 1864, the War Department extended its Negro recruiting
operations into Kentucky.
Governor Thomas E. Bramlette wrote a
strong protest to Lincoln on February 1, 1864, who turned it over to
the War Department.
Secretary Stanton drew up a long letter to LiricoIn, taking up Bramlette's points, one by one, and yielding no ground.
In late March, Lincoln informed a Kentucky delegation that no Negro
would 'be enlisted in any Kentucky county that furnished its quota of
white men. It soon became evident, however, that the counties could
not meet their quotas.
Hence, on June 13, 1864, the War Department
ordered that recruiting officers in Kentucky take ,all slaves who presented
themselves, regardless of the wishes of their masters.
In general the Negro's response to the invitations to join the army
were good. Recruiting officers were schooled in the types of arguments
that should be used. Negroes in the North were told that they should
enlist because they were citizens with a citizen's responsibilities.
Slaves
in the border states were told that as soon as they signed up for military service, they would be freed on the spot.
Former slaves in the
Confederate states were told that by becoming soldiers they would learn
the use of arms, and thus 'be prepared to defend their newly won liberty.
Recruiting agents did their work well. By the end of the war, some
180,000 Negroes had been enlisted.
This comprised between 9 and 10
per cent 'Ofthe total Union troops. As impressive as this was, the number of Negro soldiers would have been considerably higher had not some
29,000 young Negroes taken service in the Union navy.
But perhaps the most remarkable thing about the large number of
Neg-ro volunteers for the army lies in the fact that it was achieved in
spite 'Of the many discriminations and special dangers that faced the
Negro who wore the Union blue. The first discrimination
that the
Negro volunteer met was in the period of enlistment.
Negroes were
mustered in for three years, whereas the enlistment terms for whites
ranged from three years downward to a few months.
Once in the army, the Negro volunteer had little chance of rising tOJ
the rank of commissioned officer. Even though the Negro soldiers were
organized into segregated units, the War Department was reluctant td
grant Negro commissions.
Out of a total of 7,122 such officers in Negro
troops, fewer than 100 were Negroes, and nearly three-fourth of these ~
were in one department, the Department of the Gulf.
The Negro soldier faced financial discrimination.
He got $10 a month
whereas the white soldier got $13 a month, plus clothing.
As a prqtestagainst this differential, some Negro regiments refused to accept .any
pay. For eighteen months the Massachusetts Fifty-Fourth remained adamant, respectfully but firmly turning down the generous offers of
Governor Andrew who raised money to pay them in full. Finally Congress passed the Army Appropriation Act of June 15, 1864, which stipulated that Negro troops were to receive the same pay as others. This
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sam~ piece of legislation stated that henceforth. a ~egro soldier :vas to)
receive the federal bounty of $100; up to that time It had been withheld
from him.
.
This act of June 15, 1864, also stipulated that Negroes should receive
equal medical and hospital care. Negro units invariably suffered from
a serious shortage of surgeons; medical officers were reluctant to accept
commissions in Negro troops. Often hospital stewards were appointed
as surgeons and assistant surgeons.
This widespread practice of assigning poorly trained medical personnel to Negro regiments made inevitably
for an extremely high mortality rate.
The death toll in Negro troops
was high, amounting to 68,178, of which, significantly enough, only
2,751 men, or four per cent, were actually killed in action.
Another unfavorable condition for the Negro soldier was the type Of)
duty assigned to him. Negro regiments performed an unusual amount
of post and fatigua duty. The garrisoning of forts and arsenals month
after month, tended to become dull and demoralizing.
Performing such
tasks as building bridges and throwing up entrenchments, and never
seeing any field service, tended to give the black soldier the feeling that
he was only a common laborer, despite his uniform.
In June 1864, sec-]
retary Stanton attempted to put an end to the practice of confining
Negroes to non-combatant services, ordering that Negro troops no longer
be required to perform the bulk of the labor on fortifications or to do
the bulk of the fatigue duties of the permanent camps and stations.
Instead, ran the order, Negro soldiers should be made ready "for the higher duties 'Of conflict with the enemy." In line with this order, the Negro
was to see his share of action 'before the battle flags were furled; Negro
regiments were to take part in 449 battles, of which 39 were major
engagements.
Field service had its special hazards for the Negro soldier. As a rule,
the firearms furnished to the colored units were not up to pal', beingeither obsolete or faultily constructed.
To Negro regiments went the
rifles that had been lying in government storage since the war with
Mexico. To Negro regiments went the antique flintlock muskets which
had been condemned by army inspectors.
The giving of inferior weapons to Negroes increased his risk of being
captured.
Falling into the hands of the enemy was the greatest of an
the special dangers faced by the Negro. Military and civilian authorities in the Confederacy were agreed that a captured Negro would not
be considered as a prisoner of war; he would be considered as a slave
in arms and his punishment would be that of a slave who had taken part
in an armed rebellion.
On November 30,1862, Confederate Secretary of
War, James A. Seddon, after a conference with President Jefferson
Davis, ordered that summary execution be inflicted on four Negro soldiers taken as prisoners.
On April 30, 1863, the Confederate Cong-ress,
in line with previous recommendations made by President Davis, passed
a law decreeing that Negroes taken in arms should be dealt with ac-
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cording to the laws of the state in which they were seized. This was
the equivalent of capital punishment, since the law in the Confederate
states would have quickly branded such Negroes as insurrectionists.
The people of the North could close their eyes to many of the discriminations against the Negro soldier, but they could not let the Confederacy treat him as a slave in arms. Newspaper editors and Congressmen, reflecting public opinion, cried out for repayment in kind.
Lincoln took action on July 30, 1863, issuing a retaliatory order; for
every Negro soldier killed contrary to the laws of war, a Confederate
prisoner would be put to death, and for every Negro soldier sold or enslaved, a Confederate would be put to hard labor.
Lincoln's order had a marked effect in protecting the great majority
of captured Negro soldiers. True enough, there were isolated instances
of Negroes not being treated as prisoners of war-instances
of captured
Negro soldiers being put to labor, or sold into slavery.
But in general,
the Confederate authorities treated them much the same as they treated
white prisoners.
On one point, however, the Confederate high command would not
budge; they refused to exchange captured former slaves. The Southern
authorities could not bring themselves to return an ex-slave to the Union
forces. 'The Confederate intransigeance 'on this point led to a general
suspension of exchange in the summer of 1863. Eight months later, the
desperate Richmond government had to back up a little; it instructed its
Commissioner of Exchange to propose that freeborn Negroes might be
considered as prisoners of war and hence eligible for trading.
The
Confederacy hoped that this concession would lead to the drafting of
a general cartel of exchange.
But the Northern military authorities, now headed by Ulysses S.
Grant, wanted no exchange of prisoners of any kind. For by the spring
of 1864 the North's superiority in manpower resources had begun to
turn the tide. The unyielding attitude of the South toward exchanging
ex-slave soldiers played right into Grant's hands, giving him a plausible
excuse for withholding his consent to any proposal of exchange.
A final peculiar danger faced by the Negro soldier was that the enemy
might prefer to kill him .rather than to take him a prisoner. A Confederate general like E. Kirby Smith, advocated a policy of giving no quarter
to armed Negroes and their officers. A bloody incident which seemed tOi
bear out this "no quarter" policy was the SO-0aIIed "massacre" at Fort
P:illow, an earthwork along the Mississippi, not far from Memphis.
Here, on April 12, 1864, a garrdson of 560 Union soldiers, half of them
colored, was surprised by a Confederate force led by Nathan B. Forrest.
The loss among the colored troops was particularly heavy. It appeared
that many Negroes had been put to death while holding their hands
above their heads in token of surrender.
The Fort Pillow incident
stirred the North; Lincoln took it up with his cabinet, and Congress
ordered a thorough investigation.

24.

Despite the disadvantages he encountered, the morale of the Negro
soldier was likely to be above par. "The number of desertions have been
few," wrote General Thomas on December 24, 1863, concerning the
20,830 Negroes he had enlisted up to that time. Negro regiments did
have their deserters, nearly 15,000 colored men taking informal leave of
the service during the course of the war. But the typical Negro volunteer made a dependable and resolute soldier. A Negro knew why he had
donned the federal uniform.
He was fighting for the Union, as were all
Northern soldiers.
But the colored volunteer was also fighting for a
country in which freedom would longer be a dream deferred.
He was
fighting for a new dignity and self-respect, for an America in which his
children would have greater liberties and responsibilities,
To dress in
miitary outfit-dark
blue blouse, light bue trousers and rounded capwas to the Negro the ultimate accolade. This was to put on the whole
armor of freedom.
The morale of the Negro soldier was good because he felt that the
army had something to offer to him. It was a step upward in the social scale. It offered him a chance to learn to read and write, to do
something about his longing for an education.
To the ex-slave, the army
offered the opportunity of making something of himself. Military service would help to prepare him for the responsibilities which awaited him
when the guns were hushed.
If proof of the high spirits of the Negro soldier were necessary, it
was furnished by his conduct on the battlefield.
Secretary of War
Stanton, ~n a letter of February 8, 1864, to Lincoln, attested to the valor
of Negro troops, writing as follows: "At Milliken's Bend, at Port Hudson, Morris Island and other battlefields, they have proved themselves
among the bravest of the brave, performing deeds of daring and shedding their blood with a heroism unsurpassed by soldiers of any other
race." Within eight months after he had authorized the recruiting of
Negro volunteers, Lincoln himself bore witness to their usefulness.
Wrote Lincoln to James C. Conkling on August 26, 1863: "Some of the
commanders of our armies in the field who have given us our most important successes, believe the emancipation policy, and the use of colored troops, constitute the heaviest blow yet dealt to the rebellion; and
that at least one of those important successes, could not have been
achieved when it was, but for the aid of the black soldiers." In saying
that the recruiting of Negroes was the heaviest blow yet given to the
Confederacy, Lincoln was borrowing the exact Janguage of Ulysses S.
Grant who had written to Lincoln three days earlier from Oairo, Illinois,
expressing his hearty support of Negro troops.
Perhaps one of the sincerest tributes that ever came to the Negro
troops came from Robert E. Lee. In the winter of 1864-1865, the dying
Confede:r:acy, in the final throes of desperation, debated anew the issue
of making soldiers of its slaves. Union commander W. T. Sherman was
marching northward and something had to be done. But to make the
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Negro a soldier was a most painful step to the Confederate authorities,
being in essence a repudiation of the traditions of the South. Opponents of a Negro soldier bill might have won out but for the stand taken
by General Lee, the most revered figure in the South. In a letter to a
Confederate Congressman on February 18, 1865, Lee made his position
clear. "In my opinion," wrote he, "the Negroes, under proper circumstances, will make efficient soldiers. I think we could at least do as
well with them as the enemy, and he attaches great importance to their
assistance."
Thus did the commander in chief of the Confederate armies add his tribute, even though indirectly, to the thousands of Negroes
who served in the Union forces.
RESEARCH

ON THE CIVIL WAR
M. LEWIS

ELSIE

'Since Appomattox scholars, journalists, novelists, poets, military specialistsand
arm chair strategists have written about the Civil War.
Today, with the nation wide commemoration of the centennial of that
great conflict, publishers are re-issuing letters, diaries, memoirs, and
other contemporary materials; historians, military specialists, and other
writers, are producing new studies and revising old ones. Indeed, the
books published about the Civil War now average over 100 a year and
with the renewed interest resulting from the centennial observance the
number of books published yearly about the Civil War will increase.
Sever-al weeks 'ago, a national news weekly had as its feature story "The
Civil War: It's Big Business Now." In spite of the sheer bulk of Civil
War literature,
and it has now reached staggering proportions, not
every aspect of the conflict has been examined. In fact, one of the
central figures of the drama has been ignored and/or dismissed as an
inconsequential factor.
Aside from the abolitionists, the men who commanded U. S.Colored Troops, and those who were directly concerned
with the administration
and supervision of Southern Negroes in the
conquered rebel territory, less than a dozen books have been published
on any aspect of the Negro's paztlcipatlon, either as soldier or contraband, laborer, in the service of the United States or the Confederacy
during the entire hundred years since the Civil War began.
Why this silence or apparent lack of interest in the Negro?
Several
factors are worthy of noting in this connection. In the first place, every
social scientist is confronted with the problemof selection. That is to
say, the scholar selects the area of knowledge which he wishes to investigate and also selects and chooses that which he decides is basic to
his problem. In this process of selection, social scientists reflect certain
kinds of very personal and human reactions.
The selection and emphasis for investigation will depend upon the background and training of
the social scientist, his philosophy of history or the other particular discipline in the social sciences, his philosophy of life, where he lives, and
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the time in which he lives.
In the immediate period between 1861 and 1900, Negroes, Northerners,
and Southerners wrote about the American Civil War.
The Southerners
who wrote were mainly these who were responsible fer leading and directing the Confederacy.
They wrote histories, memoirs, and ether
treatises to' justify and explain their course of conduct, Most of these
writers maintained that they fought net to' save slavery but to' protect
constitutional government which Republicans seemed bent en destroying
by subverting states' rights and establishing a highly centralized national
power.
The Yankees, who wrote in the same period, such as Horace
Greeley, Henry Wilson, and J ohn A. Logan, were very much involved in
Union politics and the conflict. They wrote as the victors.
They saw
the war as the consequence of the reckless ambition of Southern leaders,
who were ready to' destroy the country if they could net continue their
domination of national government and extend their "peculiar institutien"-slavery.
Negroes in the contemporary period also wrote about the Civil W,ar.
They, toe, were directly involved in the conflict, One was an ardent
anti-slavery leader and two were war veter.ans.
They were William
Wells Brown, anti-slavery leader, whose book, The Negro in the American Rebellion, was published in 1867. The second and mere scholarly
of the Negro writers was George Washington
Williams, a war veteran
and author of A History of Negro Troops in the War of Rebellion (,1883).
Finally, Joseph T. Wilson, veteran of the famed 54th Massachusetts,
wrote a history of the Negro in the Civil War, The Black Phalanx, which
was published in 1886. TO' this list might be added Frederick Douglass
who discussed the coming of the Civil War, the efforts of Negroes to'
serve their country and their treatment in his autobiography, Life and
Times of Frederick Douglass, Written by Himself. (1881)
The Negroes
presented the valor, ,accemplishments, 'and eorrtributions
of their race.
Indeed, Southerners, Northerners,and
Negroes reflected their particular
background, experience, and interests.
Before the twentieth century, several professionally trained historians
interested in political and constitutional problems studied the Civil War.
German-born Herman von Holst and Southern-born John W. Burgess
concluded the .Southern doctrines of state sovereignty and secession were
not supported by sound constitutional principles.
Although von Holst
was mere concerned with' slavery, he called his history "constitutional".
The ether writer, who was born in Tennessee, made a masterful attack
en the position taken by Alexander Stephens, vice-president of the Confederacy in his Constitutional View of the Late War Between the States.
The foreigner reflected his background and Burgess who came from East
Tennessee, the region of' strong Union sentiment, reflected his.
In the period from 1900 to' 1930 the emphasis changed. Rapprochement
between the North and South was achieved and professionally trained
histO'rians appeared on the scene. Northerners
and Southerners con-
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tinued to evidence interest in the Civil War and its causes but Northerners no longer spoke 0.£ the war as the Rebellion and some Southerners
began to drop the appellation, "War Between the States."
More significant was the fact that emphasis shifted from the conspiracy view, states'
rights, and slavery to broad political, social, and economic factors. James
Ford Rhodes presented an institutional
analysis of the confiict but
Charles and Mary Beard led the way with an economic interpretation,
others followed; and Revisionism was on its way.
Revisionism is a term applied to historians who reacted against previous interpretations
of the causes of the Civil War. It refers to historical scholarship and writing in the period after the 1920's; it flourished
in the 1930's and 1940's and is not yet dead. The revisionists either minimized or completely rejected slavery as a primary cause for the coming
of the Civil War. Instead they saw it as a struggle between two diverse
economic systems one industrial and one agrarian.
They also re
garded the war as the outgrowth of partisan propaganda in which overzealous anti-slavery leaders and rabid over-zealous pro-slavery defenders
fanned the fires of emotion to the extent that reason disappeared and
left nothing for the nation to do but fight.
By revising slavery out as a cause of the war, the revisionists, of necessity, rejected the Negro or considered his participation as incidental, He
had no part in the crisis, for slavery was not a prime cause. In other
words, the revisionists revised the Negro out of the Civil War. The few
who admitted that the War would not have happened had there not been
slavery usually took the position that the Negro was loyal to his master,
satisfied, and devoted. One revisionist historian writing as late as 1950
stated that "Negroes constituted the great labor reservoir which made
it possible for the army to comb the white population for its soldiers."
This writer also stated that the Federal effort to use Negro soldiers was
unsuccessful and that the most effective use of the Negro was with "the
spade and pick." In other words, one of the factors that accounts for the
lack of interest in studying the Negro in the Civil War was the popularity of the revisionists school of thought.
Fortunately in the late 1930's there were those who did not agree entirely with the revisionist school. In that period some assault was made
on the concept. In 1939 Dwight Dumond and Gilbert Barnes restudied
the anti-slavery movement and, as a result, 'came out with the conclusion
that slavery was an important issue of the Civil War - Dumond, The
Anti-Slavery Origins of the War and Barnes, The Anti-Slavery Impulse.
In that same year a Tennessee-born, Mississippi-"raised",
Yale-educated
Ph. D., now at Emory University, Bell Irving Wiley, wrote a pioneer and
very able study, Southern Negroes, 1861-1865.
In this study Professor
Wiley showed that Southern Negroes were not contented and were not
loyal, certainly not as the revisionists presented them. According to
Dr. Wiley whenever Union troops entered or penetrated their area,
Negroes hastened to join them. Often they used duplicity to lead their
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masters to think they were loyal while they were givmg the Union or
Federals information.
Though Bell Wiley is more familiarly known for
his Billy Yank and Johnny Reb, two volumes on the common foot soldier
of the Union and Confederate armies, his study of Southern Negroes is
of inestimable value. He is also the one member of the National Civil
War Centennial Commission who spoke out in defense of moving the
commemoration of the firing on Fort Sumter to the Air Base. The historians who attacked revisionism, Professors Dumond and Barnes, are
northwestern-born
and educated.
They and their students continue to
present new data showing how the question of slavery divided the nation
and led to the Civil War. In addition to the studies of Dumond, Barnes
and Wiley, in 1938, Herbert Aptheker, who has someting of a Marxian
point of view, wrote the very able but brief study on The Negro Soldier
in the Civil Wa1·. These were the earlier assaults on revisionism.
In the 1950's there were other attacks.
SOIae of this interest arose
out of the fact that the historians of this period are three generations
removed from the Civil War. Perhaps ,because we are three generations
removed, more objectivity is now possible. It is in this period of the
1950's that Professor Benjamin Quarles wrote his basic study of The
Negro in the Civil War which not only presents the Negro as a soldier
but the N egroon the home front. It is also in this period, three years later,
in 1956, that a Kansas-born teacher, professor of Historv at Kansas
State College, Dudley Taylor Cornish came out with his volume, The
Sable Arm; The Negro Troops in the Union Army, 1861-6,'>. Perhaps
the long silence and the conspiracy, or lack of interest in the Negro and
his complete absence in the Civil War are over. Certainly revision is in
retreat and there is an entirely new focus due to the time in which we
live; it is quite possible the new studies will reflect this change.
I should also say that there is another factor that conditioned the
writings of social scientists.
Until this period of the 1950's the historians who wrote about the Civil War were preoccupied with the causes of
the Civil War and they either began their studies with 1815, 1830. or
1840 and ended with 1861. They began the second portion with Reconstruction, 1865-1877. In fact, as you well know, Civil War and Reconstructionare
joined together.
For the actual war years, 1861-65, only
the military historians and specialists have until this time evidenced
interest.
I say this as a possible explanation as to why the silence in
the vast area of the Negro's participation.
There is a thir-d factor.
We now have easily accessible, available records; certainly the historian, the social scientist or any worker in the
humanistic sciences cannot be blamed when records are inaccessible.
There now is a vast reservoir of untouched manuscript sources that deal
primarily with the Negro in this particular
era. Before, however, I
mention and name some of these sources, I would like to suggest some
specific neglected areas for research and investigation by social scientists
in Civil War.
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In the first place, we can begin with the Negro soldier. Professors
Quarles, Cornish and Aptheker have opened the way but their studies
are not definitive. Professor Quarles emphasizes the Negro in his proper perspective as a soldier and on the home front.
Cornish deals primarily with the federal policies and processes by which white officers
of Negro troops were selected and the organization and formation of
Negro regiments, especially the Kansas regiment.
Specific monographic
studies on the Negro as a soldier remain unexplored.
There were approximately 149, Negro regiments; the bulk of them, over 121, were
infantry, there were 6 cavalry and the others were distributed between
light artillery and heavy artillery.
We, here in the History Department at Howard, are trying to fill part
of that gap by engaging in a serious study of certain regiments of United
States Colored 'I'roops. Already we have begun that study and we hope
that within the next year we will be ready to publish; certainly by the
time the Centennial is over we shall have a rather scholarly, detailed
specific analysis of the Negro in the various regiments.
This does not
mean by any stretch of the imagination that we plan to study 149
regiments.
I invite you to investigate a Negro regiment in your various
states.
The material is available, which will enable you not only to know
the service record of every individual in the regiment, when the individual was mustered in, when he was mustered out, his age, even a description - and the color descriptions are marvelous with black, fair
and dark. In addition to description, other data are available.
Age,
whether the person is slave or free, and literacy can be ascertained.
There is a wealth of information from which one can determine the
status of Negroes.
In addition there is material with regard to camp
life, what was actually done, how the Negro was trained, what kind of
arms he had, what his pay was, what he did in camp in addition to his
duties, the educational activities, and a complete analysis of the regiment
itself.
I invite you to participate in this endeavor.
Needless to say the Navy - Union Navy in which some 29,000 served
-is an ,area for investigation.
Moreover, there is the area of the Negro
in the Confederacy.
Incidentally, we have plans to study a regiment the 1st South Carolina Volunteers, Confederate States, which was recruited shortly after the firing 'of Fort Sumter and which had a Negro
contingent as a band. All band members were free Negroes, some of
whom were rather well-to-do. These Negroes were mustered in and
served with the regiment under the command of General Maxey Gregg.
They were at the Battle of Vienna.
It is likely but we do not know, that
they participated in this battle as soldiers.
This would make an excellent companion to the study we have in preparation of the 1st South
Carolina Volunteers, United States.
The Maxey Gregg Contingent of
Negro musicians should be of great interest.
Negroes served the Confederacy in a variety of ways. Bell Wiley
simply introduced this problem in his study of Southern Negroes out he
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did not have the advantage of resources that are now available.
Negroes
served in the Confederacy as stewards in Confederate army hospitalsthere is an actual list which describes them, how they lived, what their
pay was and whether they were slave or free. They served also as
laborers and hired employees of the Ordnance Department of the Quartermaster Corps. They were also employed in what was called niter
and mining.
There is a story to be told with reference to the Negroes'
services to the Confederacy.
There is a similar story to be told in reference to the Negro in service
other than a soldier in the Union Army.
There is also -a list of Negro
women, for example, who served as nurses in the Union Army. They
were used in the Southern hospitals and they were also used in the
Northern hospitals,
They served as servants at the camp. So here is
another area of investigation.
In addition Negro men and womenserved as employees of the United States - some skilled as well.
For those of you who are sociologists and interested, I should think
that you would also find something rather significant in another area to
which I should like to encourage and invite your attention.
The Union
Army penetrated the South in 1861 and 1862 in the area around Fortress
Monroe, or Hampton, Virginia, and Port Royal, South Carolina. Negroes
were left while their masters fled. As a result in the Virginia operation
there were 900 Negroes who were generally called "Contraband";
in
South Carolina at Port Royal and Hilton Head were approximately
10,000. The United States Army and the War Department particularly,
were confronted with the task of deciding what to do with these people. In
July, 1861, the Treasury Department was authorized by Congress to send
special agents who would be concerned with the rounding up and selling
the cotton in the area. These agents were instructed to do nothing else.
In the absence of any other authority or control, General Benjamin Butler in the Virginia area was forced to do someting about the great
number of Negroes left behind when their masters fled. He appointed
a young man, a Massachusetts private in his regiment, Edward Pierce,
to register the Negroes and put them to work. A similar situation developed at Port Royal. The upshot of this development was the Contraband policy. It is rather complex, but the records are available.
Two agencies of the government were involved. The Treasury Department sent out special agents and divided the Southern region into specific districts with a supervisor or superintendent of each. There were
9 of these and the 10th comprised the District of Columbia and Alexandria. In addition to the Treasury, the War Department functioned in
the South; there was a Department of Virginia and North Carolina and
a 'Department of the Gulf.
These records and the details of the federal supervision and administration of the Negroes in the conquered rebel territory are sources for
research.
There are some 540 volumes which contain 'an amazing
amount of material.
Plantations, for example, in Louisiana were super-
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vised after the Battles of New Orleans and Milliken's Bend. The Department of the Gulf and Treasury agents were sent to administer and
supervise the Negro. These records include, for example, the names of
the Negroes on the plantation, the owner of the plantation.
The agency
is called the Bureau of Free Labor. Included in records of this Bureau
are the name, age, residence, status, whether slave or free, what kind of
activities were engaged in, crime, health, status, relationships of Negroes
under the Bureau's control.
'I would like to describe 'generally some of the resources available 'at
the National Archives. At the National Archives there are the complete
mansucript records of the Adjutant General's report-the
United :States
Army Command. They are indexed-and calendared. In addition tothat group
of records there are the records of the Quartermaster Corps, Engineers,
and 'other divisions. There are the Oonfederate Army records. In the
'Treasury Department, in the Fiscal Bureau "are records pertaining to
contraband. 'Tilley are also calendared.
Students and researchers now
have easy 'access to Informacion concerning the rise of social institutions
and development of the Negro family Hfe,and the Negro's transition
to the status of a free man. Now that the problem ofinaccessibilitv of
the material is, solved 'and revisionism is in retreat, perhaps the new
generation of N ortherners and Southerners will push 'back the wall 'of
silence that has obscured the activities 'Of the Negro in this critical
period of American History.
THE MEANING OF THE CIVIL WAR
DWIGHT

DUMOND

The Civil War was a contest between the philosophy of slavery and
the philosophy of human rights for control 'of the nation. 'The eternal
conflict between slavery and freedom in 'Amerioa goes back to European
penetraition, sometimes it 'Seems on into an endless future: the unquenchable spirit to live, to love, to hope; to 'See a little farther, reach
a little higher, move a little nearer to the all pervading presence of God;
to do that which both reason 'and conscience require in our relationships
with each other; in short, to obey the compelling urge to search for
perfection 'in intellectual and moral accourrtability.e-eadl of this as opposed
to whatever restrains, whatever warps 'or twists, whatever kills the 'Soul
and crushes the intellect 'and beats man down into the dust, yet lets him
linger without hope.
'Slavery was the most terrible curse ever to afflict a. people. The
annals of history do not p-resenta more revolting spectacle than three
and one-half million men, women, and children held in abject, perpetual
slavery .in a nation dedicated to freedom, justice, and equality for all.
Slavery had dragged these inoffensive people from their homeland, killing, burning, raping mercilessly in the process. It dispossessed them of
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all attributes of manhood and of all positive and substantive rights.
It
labeled them inferior beings, drove them to the auctions, and sold them
in the greatest flesh market in the world. It systematically stifled hope,
ambition, moral accountability, then argued a natural depravity from
enforced subordination.
It struck out viciously to suppress all criticism
and all efforts at melioration.
It did nothing to protect the slave, nothing to promote emancipation.
The female slave was wife and mother,
concubine,
Prey of all who feared not owners' wrath,
or conscience,
Bearing Child, driven to the fields
without respite,
Enduring Child-birth pains with deep
humiliation,
Knowing not the father of the child
she suckled,
Feeling not the comfort or hope of
motherhood.
Her child would be a slave for life,
never a man;
Beaten down to the earth, humble,
lowly, listless,
Meanly looked upon, meanly treated
by all men
His equals before God.
Denied the right to home, marriage,
family life,
His bed invaded by whosoever had desire,
Compelled to hold his tongue, restrain
his will to fight,
Suppress emotions, accept all
indignities,
Bow, silent, to all instruments of
torture:
The whip, the knife, the wheel, the
stocks, the branding iron,
He would walk alone in death-like
stupor, all hope gone,
Sustained in earthly sorrow, who
knows how or why,
Except by that little spark of
eternal life
God gives to every man.
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Every hour that slavery continued to exist was one of national hypocrisy
and shame. It was a flagrant breach of our promises to the world, an
indefensible act of injustice towards millions of people, a defiance of
\ fundamental law, and a disgraceful perversion of the Christian faith.
The South seceded to perpetuate slavery and to install it as the policy
of the nation. The North hurled its armies into the South to repel
slavery as ·an institution of civil policy. The war began because there
were three and one-half million slaves. It raged over and 'above the
Negroes' rights and interests.
Sometimes their very existence was almost lost to sight in the fury of the battle.
They were caught in the
terrible attrition war often inflicts upon its innocent victims. They
drifted into the army camps for security, warmth and companionship.
Thousands died ; thousands more were put to work; in the end, thousands
were sent to school. The antislavery people, in the awful contest to
preserve civil rights ,and constitutional government, gave as much t.ime
and energy ·as possible to countering prejudice and providing aid to the
free Negro; and the government, sparing time and energy from the compelling task of putting down the rebellion, lifted fugitives from slavery
and provided care.
2. The Civil War was an heroic effort by a Christian people, 'as individuals and in association, to reconstruct a democratic society fragmentized by two hundred years of slavery.
Slavery was eternally at war
with all of the functional processes of a democratic society. Men deeply
indoctrinated with its philosophy held high posts in educational institutions, churches and government.
It enshrined the doctrineof racialism.
It posed the constant threat of insurrection.
Slaveholders invaded northern communities in search of alleged fugitives.
It confused our relations
with other countries.
It complicated discussion of public issues in Congress and legislatures.
It led to the proscription and exile of liberal
preachers from the slave states. Anyone who questioned the righteousness of slavery in an area where slaveholders had consolidated their
power was denounced asa traitor and dncendiary,
Then the slave power
reached out to enforce silence in the nation.
Rewards upward of $50,000 were offered and publicly subscribed for
the delivery of 'antislavery leaders into the hands of southern mobs.
The slave states demanded the suppression of their organizations and
publications by state law. They 'Claimed the right to extradite them and
convict them for violation of the laws of the slave states.
They forced
publishing houses to delete references to slavery from school textbooks
and magazines,
They reached into the free states to incite mob violence
against antislavery lecturers, editors and f'reeN egroes. They used their
tremendous power in political parties to enforce party regularity and to
discipline public offlcialsof antislavery views. They forced gross violations of .academic freedom upon college administrators.
They made a
mockery of freedom of the political press. They forced a gag into the
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throats of congressmen; and they tried to deny their critics the use of
the United States mails. It is inconceivable that a contemptibly small
number of slaveholders, about 250,000 in 1840, could have held two and
one-half million people in slavery and kept a nation of 20,000,000 in constant turmoil and trouble; but, they did, by unceasing war on human
rights.
Free Negroes in the slave states were presumed to be slaves. Fugitives were pursued and dragged back to slavery or compelled to seek
safety in Canada. Free Negroes at the North lived in constant danger
of being kidnapped.
The shadow of fear ·hung over them always, dulling
the sparkle of the stars, even the sunshine of high noon as our peculiar
brand of democracy drove them on to safety in the lands of a monarch.
Free Negroes, and those white men who claimed the right to discuss
slavery in peaceable assemblies, in churches, and in newspapers, were
set upon by howling mobs. The period from 1832 to 1848 was one of
unprecedented mob violence:
All mobs were social monsters,
conceived by sadists ;
Born of hate, jealousy, false pride,
intemperance;
Roaming, moaning, mouthing blasphemy,
slander, filth,
Raping, beating, whipping, stoning,
burning, killing,
Destroying homes, schools, Churches,
printing presses,
Not in sudden passion, not with
provocation
Coolly planned, calmly led, skillfully directed
By men whose hands were clean, whose
hearts were 'black as night;
Men of wealth, power, position,
influence, trust,
In their communities.
These .affairs were not incidental.
The entire democratic process was
threatened.
Presidents, members of congress, federal and state judges,
governors, mayors, editors of political newspapers, even 'some preachers
joined the pagan onslaught.
The guilt of mobs was 'Charged to their
victims. Mob violence was called an expression iof public sentiment.
Individual rights were held subordinate to social interests as determined
by public sentiment 'at any time. Public officials stood silent or lent
encouragement as mobs went ·!lJbouttheir work of destruction, claiming
the right of discretion in performance of duty.

35

3. The Civil War was fought to re-establish the prestige and authority
of the federal government.
Men went to war in 1860 prepared in their
hearts to die, more of them for the preservation of the Union than for
any other reason.
Time and again slaveholders had held their own interests paramount to the blessings of Union. Those men had little respect
for the Constitution, or for the rule of a constitutional majority in the
nation, They must have local autonomy. The right to hold slaves forever
was the pretext for rebellion. The United States had no choice in the
crisis but to abolish slavery or automatically to be denationalized.
This derogation of federal power stems from the malign influence of
slavery.
It would never have been tolerated for an instant had the
convention of 1787 not entered into a corrupt bargain which gave men
extra political power for owning slaves .and in proportion to the number
they owned. This counting- of three-fifths of the slaves in anportionment gave the slave states up to twenty-three extra seats in the House
of Representatives and in the Electoral College at all times before 1860.
Slavery welded them into a solid defense of an institutional life peculiar
to their own section. It gave them tremendous politic-al power, and
their arrogance grew apace. They said that Negroes were not, could
not be citizens of any state, consequently could not be citizens of the
United States.
They said the territories did not belong to the people
of the United States.
They said congress could not impose binding restrictions on new states.
They said congress could not abolish slavery
in the District of Columbia.
They forced through Congress a report
which gave to the world as the voice of America an infamous defense
of slavery and mob violence, a slanderous attack upon Negroes as a
people, and a denial of all mention of slavery in the House of Representatives. They enacted a fugitive slave law which tore the constitutional
safeguards of free men to shreds.
Slaveholders were allowed to roam at
will over the country seizing alleged fugitives after the manner of kidnappers.
Victims were carried away to an infinitude of slavery by
authoriza-tion of administrative officials. They were denied habeas corpus and due process of law. They were adjudged to be slaves by ex parte
testimony .and the color of their skins.
Overwhelmed at last by numbers despite the three-fifths rule, the slave
power instituted a rebellion without justification which can only, in all
truth, be characterized as a mark of social insanity.
What did they have
to offer? For the Statue of Liberty, a weeping mother leading her
chdldren to the slave market.
White skins in place of habeas corpus and
due process of law as guarantees of freedom.
Men and' women without
names, branded, bred, and sold like horses in a land of free men. The
whip in sharp response to prayers for justice.
Millions of distressed
souls consigned to living death. Mob violence in place of free enquiry
and discussion.
A tattered flag and a rejected constitution.
The choice
of honorable men was not difficult to make.
Surrender to their demands after Lincoln's election would have been
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an abandonment of constitutional government, in fact of our entire
Anglo-Saxon heritage in the area of government.
This was a constitutional crisis which would not admit of compromise,-concession
to the
slave power, perhaps,amounting
to denationalization, but not compromise. Lincoln was a remarkable man. He had an abundance of common sense and unquestioned integrity.
He has never been surpassed in
his ability to analyze difficult situations,and
as a leader of men he stands
alone. He said no compromise, knowing full well that compromise meant
only concession. The only way to preserve the Union was to abolish
slavery, not to fortify it. The foundations of slavery were shattered by
the first shots of the war. Slaveholders ran away from the advancing
armies, slaves drifted into the army camps. The Generals and Congress
called them contrabands.
They were free in any case because the exercise of force was broken. Congress abolished slavery in the District of
Columbia and in the territories.
The president discussed his emancipation proclamation, and Congress provided for complete emancipation.
All of this was done almost before the armies had taken the field. A
government which had been said to be subordinate to the sovereign powers of the states had found new dignity and amazing strength from the
courage of its young men and the vision of new leadership.
It was a great nation that was rent by war one hundred years ago:
great in its wrath and great in its forgiveness.
It was not easy to forgive the men who appealed to the gods of war and wrapped the nation
in flames. It is not easy now to grasp the extent of their stupidity, because only a person deeply indoctrinated in southern mythology could
believe they ever had a chance to win that war. The moral force of the
entire western world was arrayed against them. They were in no position to obtain a place in the family of nations.
Their only protection for
a generation against servile insurrection and foreign interference had
been the great strength of the nation; yet they made war to destroy the
Union and its government.
They had no industry, no shipping, no banking. Their transportation
system was wholly inadequate.
'The entire
economy of the rebellious 'area collapsed long before military failure.
Soldiers were frequently barefoot even before the battle of Shiloh. They
stripped uniforms from Union dead on the battlefields to clothe themselves. They were so undernourished that the death rate among prisoners was exceedingly high during the first weeks of internment.
Their
people at home went from poverty to privation.
Men of the Southland walked 'blindly into this strange adventure and
were soon alienated from each other. They were burdened by a slave
system which would of itself have dragged them down as it had the
nation.
Their hastily constructed confederacy fell because its foundation was rotten.
Calhoun had so hypnotized the people that they had
lost their reason.
They never regained it during the war. They came
eventually to the point of desperation.
Unable to establish their own
independence, they debated seriously putting muskets in the hands of
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the slaves and imploring them to fight for the permanent slavery of
themselves, their families, and their race. State rights might destroy
a nation, but it could never create one. There was no unity, no common
purpose in the area of rebellion. There was no war party.
There were
fatally discordant elements among the political leaders, and a truly
recognizable nation never emerged from the initial fury.
The Davis
government never did represent the people. It never had the love and
affection of any considerable portion of the people. It never succeeded
in establishing a popular base for its existence.
No one, however, can ever under-rate the Confederate soldier, or the
quality 'of some of his commanders trained at West Point. They were
brave men, not differing in any discernible way from the Union soldiers,
making the same kind of personal sacrifices, suffering the same separation from their families, marching, drilling, dying, day after day. Their
great bravery and endurance gave respectability to an unworthy cause,
a tradition of unity where none existed, and a respectable name to a
composite of dissent. StilI more must be said : In spite of false hopes,
erroneous conjectures, incompetent leadership; in spite of unreasonable
demands, insufficient food and clothing, and shortages of war materiel.
they fought valiantly and to the bitter end. Their valor gave their
people a tradition and an inheritance of southernism which no one can
describe.
The nation responded to Lincoln's call to arms with vast and untiring
energy.
It had unlimited resources.
It had manpower.
It had industry, transportation, riches. It had a farflung, expanding agricultural
system of homestead farms.
The vibrant energy of its people had no
restraints.
Six hundred fifty thousand men left farms and factories and
within a year were welded into an army that surpassed Europe's finest.
Another 420,000 joined them in the summer of 1862. It is these men
to whom the nation owes 'its greatest debt. They were not mercenaries,
nor draftees.
They did not fight for the paltry $15.00 per month allowance. They had families at home, and they returned easily and quickly
to peace-time pursuits at the end of the war. An army of a million men
is something to think about. It has power. It has will. It has purpose. It can be crippled and beaten back, but it cannot be destroyed
except by attrition, by loss of faith, or by incompetent leadership.
This
army was not defeated.
It always had men and equipment.
It never
lost faith in its country.
Men may never be able to find to everyone's satisfaction the subtle
impulses which alter governments and civilizations.
Let us be content
for the moment with the knowledge that the people had sent to the White
House 'a man who felt deeply the terrifying struggle for human rights,
who never doubted the virtues of democratic processes or the permanence
of the Union. Beveridge put it this way: "Lincoln may be said to have
been the child ofa people. All that was best in this great middle stream
of that mighty American folk movement was combined in his person,
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character and intellect."
It is also a matter of record that the people
sent their sons and husbands off to the battlefields, and the armies had
character as Lincoln had character for all had been nurtured on the
same nation building ingredients.
They kept the faith as did Lincoln,
and they died and died in unending thousands, their chief following
them at the last, because they believed, as did he, in the dignity of man
however underprivileged and unknown, and in the justice of God.
However we touch the Civil War, we come back for proper perspectives to Lincoln and the armies.
Those men who went off to war had a
purpose.
Death did not hunt for them, they went to seek it out, bearing
love of home and country, hoping to live for one, prepared to die for the
other; and from that search came a consciousness of new strength in
the nation.
This was the glory of war. They had the same thing on
their minds as their people at home. 'They loved life; they loved personal freedom; they loved the Union. "If words had meaning, then the
Declaration spoke the language of freedom, and the only bond of union
they recognized as superior to the Constitution was the virtue and moral
power of a free people, They never should have been told that slavery,
not liberty, constituted the bonds of Union, and that they could not keep
one without the other. The Union was theirs by virtue of a warranty
deed from Heaven, and they expected to keep it by advocating what they
believed to :be justice, righteousness and truth."
The boys who went
off to war expected to keep it by dying if necessary.
Some of them hardly knew how to load a rifle, and even less a:bout
maneuvers when thrust into 'battle.
They were boys today, men tomorrow, civilians one day, soldiers the next, veterans in a matter of
hours. They fought and won battles when the generals did not know
where their own armies were much less the enemy. They sorted 'Out
the generals in their own collective mind pretty fast; and, finally gave
up on all of them and fought their own war. Here in the deeds of the
army, and in the words of their Commander-in-Chief, were the life and
infinite spirit of the nation.
Here was the genius of a people. Here
was the high tide of its emotions. Here was its character and its soul.
Neither the preservation of the Union nor the abolition of slavery,
nor yet the suppression of vindictiveness and cruel retribution could
have been achieved save for the army. Where would one begin or end
a chronicle of its heroic deeds? It was a soldier's army, lacking discipline, but with a sense of power and unsurpassed courage. One New
York unit went into the battle of Bull Run with 490 men and lost 347
killed or wounded.
A Maine unit lost 82 killed and 394 wounded at
Spottsylvania, and 632 of its 900 men at Petersburg.
The Iron Brigade
lost 1153 of '1883 men 'or 61 per cent at Gettysburg.
From 17,000 to
23,000 men were killed, wounded and missing at Gettysburg, at Spottsylvania, at the Wilderness, at Chancellorsville, at Chickamauga, and at
Bull Run, and almost as many at Shiloh. One person in nine was in the
service and 29 per cent of the armed forces were casualties as compared
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to 6 per cent in the Second World War.
These men paid a terrific price to save the Union and free the slaves.
The victory they won is one of the great landmarks in the progress of
civilization.
The freedom of a noble people long oppressed was wrested
from the hands of tyranny, and the finest instrument of government ever
devised by man was preserved as a legacy to future generations.
A
classic land of liberalism was saved from fragmentation.
The glory of
war came not from the fury of the battle, but from a way of life so rich
and full and free that men would die as these men died, voluntarily and
by the hundred thousands, that it might not perish.
Would that the story might end there. We struck the chains from
the limbs of men and called it freedom.
Silence came on the battlefield
and we called it peace. But slavery was something more than holding
a personas a chattel, and giving a man his freedom involved something
more than telling him that he was free to go where he pleased.
Slavery
was a firm, universal, and irreversible beldef by the whites of the rebellious area that the Negroes were biologically unequal and racially inferior
to themselves; and the application of that belief to the relationships of
all kinds between individuals and between the whole of each group in
society. Slavery was a denial of the natural rights of man.
Freedom for the slaves came by force .It was an incomplete freedom as
antislavery men had known it would be unless achieved by voluntary
action and repentance, and followed by retributive justice on the part of
the entire white population.
Slaveholders never had been willing to discuss emancipation; they were no more willing now to consider emancipation in dts broader aspects.
They accepted the abolition of slavery because there was no other choice, but they would not admit it to have
been an evil, nor abandon the psychological basis on which it had rested.
They were not ready to acknowledge the natural rights of Negroes as
persons, nor their constitutional rights as citizens. They were not willing to abandon any of the legal distinctions based upon color; to recognize the rights of unrestrained locomotion, marriage, occupation ; to allow
free access to the courts, voting privileges, and office-holding; to make
decisions; in short, to live otherwise than as a subservient minority.
Here, as with slavery, there was controlled vision. The Negroes were as
free as the free Negroes had been before 1860. They had toiled out their
lives. 'They had only hope. The whites had robbed them of the returns
from their Iabor ; they now set about robbing them of the vision of better
things.
Men who had carried the burden of the war knew that the people of
the former slave states would prevent complete fulfillment of emancipation. They were at it before the sound of battle died away-killing,
intimidating,
starving the Negroes who were struggling
against entanglements of the chains of former servitude.
They would continue by
law and by violence to keep them docile. Civil rights had proved highly
vlllnerable to violation because local governments would not protect but
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would abuse persons who were disliked in the community.
Congressional
leaders, therefore, took those principles which they believed always to
have been deeply imbedded in the philosophy of the nation and wrote
them into the Constitution.
The purpose was to throw the protecting
mantle of the Constitution over the former slaves. To bring the full
power of the federal government and through it of the national conscience to bear upon the never-ending task of securing to every person his
or her natural rights, the equal protection of the laws,and the operation
of every safeguard known to the administration of justice.
This is not the time to discuss the inadequacies of the congressional
program, except to say that, far from being extreme, it was wholly inadequate.
If public policy ever was determined on the basis of faith,
hope and charity, this was the time. There was precious little realism
involved, and a vast return to the old immorality of concession. The
states were allowed to retain control of the franchise.
Southern whites
increased their representation in Congress by driving Negroes from the
ballot-box. States were held, despite the Amendments, to be the depositaries of individual rights.
Police powers of the states were left intact.
Once the army was withdrawn, Southern whites were free to go to
work on the Negro; to destroy his manhood again; to teach him never
to aspire to equality of rights or to a voice in political affairs; to make
him an inferior person and make him like it. The reign of terror instituted by Southern whites was intended to keep emancipation to the
narrowest possible limits. Brutality was born of slavery and the desire
to continue slavery; and when men like President Hayes declared that
justice for the Negro was to be best attained by trusting Southern whites,
all hope was gone. That was precisely what the war was about. We
had made the complete circle and were back at the starting point, because
all of the injustices about to be visited upon the Negroes added up to an
incomplete freedom, and the power of visitation derived from local
autonomy.
This beloved nation of ours, still had a hard lesson to learn.
It was
that the rights of men must rest upon something more substantial than
prevailing sentiment in a given community, upon law and not upon suffrance, upon the national conscience and not upon local license. Segregation in all its hateful forms was instituted everywhere in the South.
Negroes were denied participation
in government.
They were driven
out of the very schools that had been established by the army and reconstruction government.
A horrible wave of brutality, sadism, and
anarchy swept over them. They were helpless to defend themselves;
the state and local governments were apathetic.
Mob violence represented the will of the community. Victims were only Negroes and life
was cheap. The will of the community, reinforced by the heavy hand of
death, denied them equality of public services and enjoyment of the
amenities of life; restricted their earning capacity; controlled their lives
by irresponsible private power and arbitrary police authority; and per-
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mitted education for work only and that in moderation.
So were a people crucified.
Three centuries of oppression.
Three
centuries of patient effort to attain full measure of freedom.
The Civil
War marked the close of the first period-a
long period of stagnation.
There progress began.
We have reason now for hope, though not for
satisfaction:
hope that when the creative energies and mighty power of
an oppressed people finally burst forth in all their glory, the memory of
the boys who died .at Shiloh and Chics.ar-nuza, at Antietam and at Getysburg, will somehow counterbalance the memories of slavery and postwar
tyranny.
The full measure of devotion manifested there may yet be our
salvation on some other day.
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